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· Clerks:

· There is some confusion as to when a warrant is active and when it is considered served/executed/quashed.

· Some courts believe a warrant is not quashed until the defendant appears in court.

· Other courts believe a warrant is served when an officer informs a defendant they need to appear in court, even if they do not bring them before the court.

· After speaking with DPS and other LEOs, the consensus is that if they do not bring a defendant to jail to be processed or in front of a judge, the warrant is still active and they do not quash it in ACJIS.  

· Pursuant to our 11/17/2010 GJ Code Standardization meeting, the following was agreed to:

· Discussion on this matter occurred and it was a agreed that the following warrant codes should be defined as noted below so all courts are using them the same:

· A) “Warrant: Quashed” – A warrant is quashed when a defendant with an existing warrant appears before a judge or when a judge orders the warrant quashed. Only upon docketing of “Warrant: Quashed,” should the warrant flag be removed and the case status should change to Open and the Party Status to Active.

· B) “Warrant: Served/Executed” – Warrant: Served/Executed should be used when the warrant paper work is served and comes in before the defendant appears before a judge or before the judge orders the warrant quashed. “Warrant: Served/Executed” should keep the warrant flag on the case, and the case status should remain stayed and the party status shall remain as “Warrant.”
· C) “Warrant: Miscellaneous Documents” – Add this as a new event entry type.  “Warrant: Miscellaneous Documents” should be used when the warrant has already been quashed, but additional paperwork (i.e. the original warrant) is received by the court regarding the warrant.

· This new event entry type code allows the additional paperwork to be docketed without changing the case and party status, which would have changed to Open/Active upon quashing the warrant, and to keep the warrant flag unchecked.

· Discussion occurred and this item has been tabled until further discussion can occur with the Clerk’s Association on 6/27/2013.
· The group agreed that it is not necessary to have “Warrant: Arrested,” “Warrant: Quashed,” and “Warrant: Served/Executed”; and that all three should either be combined or a new code should be generated to capture all three.

· Initially, we were going to combine these three into a new code that reads “Warrant: Arrested/Executed/Quashed/Served.”

· However, some members believed this would be too long and thought a shorter code should be used.  One member suggested “Warrant: Quashed.”  However, this term is specific to courts quashing warrants in court by order and some courts did not approve.  

· This matter will be discussed further to determine what terminology should be used for the one code to encompass the three existing codes that will be end dated.  

· In addition, I will further research whether or not we need separate codes for quashed and executed.  One possibility for a new singular code could be “Warrant: Executed/Quashed” to encompass both the execution of a warrant by law enforcement and the quashing of a warrant by judicial order.  
· I researched this matter further and the AOC recommends that there should at least be two separate codes, one for quashing and one for execution.  These are different actions.  

· Quashing occurs by judicial order when a defendant appears before the court or if a warrant is issued in error.

· Execution occurs upon arrest by law enforcement.

· If the judge orders a warrant quashed before receipt of the executed warrant, if execution of the warrant occurs, the court should docket the quashing event and once the executed warrant is received, the court should docket “Warrant: Miscellaneous Documents.”  If the court receives the executed warrant before the warrant is quashed, there is no need for the court to quash the warrant because that is no longer a valid warrant since it was executed.  However, the court may still quash the warrant and docket the quashing event because the execution event would have already changed the status back to open and removed the warrant flag.
· It was agreed that this new event(s) will remove the warrant flag and change the case status to Open and the party status to Active.

· The group also agreed there needs to be a code for cases that have a post-adjudication warrant quashed/executed.  Once we determine the new code(s) for pre-adjudication, we will duplicate that code and add “- Post-Adjudication” to the end of it.

· In addition, this post adjudication event will remove the warrant flag and will set the case status to Reopened and the party status to Post Sentence Matters.

It was also discussed that some warrant events that were previously end dated were still available in some databases.  Through the table cleanup efforts of the AJACS team, these codes will be removed.  If there are any specific questions before this occurs, please contact Keith Kaplan or the AJACS team.

· Pinal:
· Request to add “Notice: Agreement to Participate in Mediation” as a new event entry type to DO and JD.

· This is a new form being utilized in our ADR Program.  All parties sign that they agree to participate in mediation.
· Discussion occurred whether other courts will use this code.  While most courts do not docket this separately, they agree to add this code to code standardization to allow Pinal to docket these.
· This code will be added to code standardization.
· Request to add “Miscellaneous: Appointment Verification and Claim Form” as a new event entry type to all case categories.
· I'm sure all counties are using this form (or similar) when court administration is paying for services performed for the courts such as legal services, attorney fees/costs, service costs (a party has an order deferring fees), etc.
· Discussion occurred and it was decided that since these come from court administration and do not get a file stamp, they should not be docketed and this code will not be added to code standardization.
· Apache:
· Request to add “Post Adjudication Matters” as a new party status to JV.
· Add to party status a code for post adjudication activity on juveniles.  "Post sentence Matters" exists, but this does not apply to a juvenile case.  Right now, in Apache, a juvenile delinquency case may be opened and closed many times because the juveniles keep the same case number throughout their time in juvenile court. We need to be able to choose an appropriate code when a juvenile has post adjudication activity (a new petition is filed).  Hopefully, Apache will begin to use 1 petition, 1 case for juveniles, but until the current ones are concluded, we still need a code to track the party.
· Discussion occurred and it was decided that since Apache still uses the same case for multiple subsequent petitions, this code will be added to code standardization.
· Mohave: 
· Request to add the following event entry types to CR:
· Minute Entry: Sentencing Continued 

· Minute Entry: Disposition Continued 

· The reason for this is that pursuant to our last meeting, the Minute Entry events for Sentencing Hearing and Disposition Hearing are going to automatically change the case status of a case to “Adjudicated”.   In the instances where these hearings are continued, we will need a code that we can use when we do not want the case status to automatically change.
· No Objections.  These codes will be added to code standardization.
· AOC:
· Request to add “Notice: Notice of Appeal for Judicial Review of Administrative Decision” to CV. 
· Pursuant to Arizona Rules of Procedure for Judicial Review of Administrative Decisions 4 - effective 7/1/2013 and SB1193.
· Changing the terminology based on new rule and change to statute.  
· Existing code of, “Complaint: Appeal from Administrative Decision” will be end dated as of 7/1/2013.
· Courts shall continue to use case type – “Unclassified Civil” and case subtype – “Administrative Review” for these cases.
· This code will not have any case or party statuses attached as it is an initiating document.
· Previous discussion occurred on 6/20/2012 and the following was decided:
· The group agreed no new payment event codes are required for this bill.  

· For the “Notice of Appeal under Section 12-904”, the group agreed no payment code is necessary because the fees are assessed at case initiation.

· The group agreed for “Notice of Appearance under Section 12-907”, they should be using “Payment: Answer/Civil” since it is essentially an answer with the same fees attached.

· No objections. 
·  “Notice: Notice of Appeal for Judicial Review of Administrative Decision” will be added effective 7/1/2013 and “Complaint: Appeal from Administrative Decision” will be end dated as of 7/1/2013.






